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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-43 are currently presented and have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments filed 31 May 2005 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references 
individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking 
references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F. 2d 413, 2 08 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck &' Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986) . 

The Applicant argues that Savitzky does not disclose 
automatically posting an image to a network site via the sender 
printer. 

The specification discloses: 

"The term "sender printer", represents a wide variety of 
devices including devices such as printers, multifunctional 
printers (MFP's), fax machines, copiers, hardcopy imaging 
devices, communication and telephony devices ." (page 6, lines 7- 
10) 

MPEP 2111 requires that the Examiner interpret the claims 
according to their broadest reasonable interpretation consistent 
with the specification. The limitation "sender printer" as 
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defined the specification allows a "sender printer" to be 
interpreted as any sort of device that produces a printed copy 
of data or generally communicates with another device as is 
known in the art. Savitzky discloses a sender printer as defined 
in the specification ("kiosk") and that the sender printer 
automatically posts an image to a network site ("image server") 
as recited in the claim and shown in the previous Office Action 
(column 3, line 49-column 4, line 5). 

The Applicant also argues that Fredlund does not disclose 
printing an image on a sender printer. In view of the above 
interpretation of the limitation "sender printer", Fredlund does 
disclose this limitation as shown in the previous Office Action 
(column 1, lines 49-56) . 

Therefore, the combinations of teachings of Savitzky and 
Fredlund do disclose the limitations of the claim. 

The Applicant argues that Savitzky does not disclose 
defining the communication path between the network site and the 
sender printer including registering the network site with the 
sender printer and defining the network site to be a website. 
The Examiner is not persuaded by this argument. If the network 
site has been "prespecif ied" to transfer images from the sender 
printer as disclosed in Savitzky, it must be registered with the 
sender printer as the sender printer already is aware of where 
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the image is to be transferred. Therefore, the "registering" of 
a network site is inherent within the teachings of Savitzky. 
Also, Savitzky discloses that the images are referenced by an 
HTML page on the network site and are sent to the network site 
in order to allow clients to obtain the images (column 2, lines 
59-67) . Therefore, the defining of the network site to be a 
website is inherent within the teachings of Savitzky since if 
the network site is able to transmit images and HTML pages to 
clients on the Internet, the network site must be a website and, 
since the sender printer prespecifies the network site in order 
to transfer images to the network site, it follows that it must 
also know that the network site is a web site and must be 
defined as such. 

The Applicant also argues that Savitzky does not disclose 
defining a unique address associated with a website, and 
registering the website address with the sender printer. The 
Examiner is also not persuaded by this argument. If the network 
site is capable to transmitting data over the Internet to 
clients and able to receive images from the sender printer, the 
site must have a unique address associated with it and, since 
the network site is prespecified by the sender printer in order 
to transmit images to the network site, the sender printer is 
already aware of the unique address of the network site in order 
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to send the images. Therefore, these limitations are inherent 
within the teachings of Savitzky. 

The Applicant also argues that Savitzky does not disclose 
transmitting an image to the sender printer. Savitzky expressly 
discloses this limitation as shown in the previous Office Action 
(column 3, line 49-column 4, line 2) . 

The Applicant also argues that Savitzky does not disclose 
providing a user name and a password of the sender in order to 
post an image to the network site via the sender printer. The 
Examiner is not persuaded by this argument. The Applicant has 
admitted on the record that providing a user name and password 
to a network site is known in the prior art (page 3, lines 25- 
28) . Savitzky discloses that the prior art required a user to 
manually transfer created HTML files which reference images and 
the images themselves to a server computer, which inherently 
required a user to log in to the server computer by using a user 
name and password as conventionally known in the art (column 1, 
lines 28-37) and the disclosed invention provides a user 
identifier to the sender printer in order to affect the sending 
of the image to the network site via the sender printer (column 
3, lines 26-28; column 4, line 2, specifically "upload. through 
Internet 510 to a prespecified image server"; column 4, lines 7- 
18 , specifically " ... image memory card includes storage for a 
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card identifier and a camera identifier. Either of which can be 
used as a user identif ier") and that the user uses the sender 
printer in order to send the images to the network site (column 

2, lines 3 5-40. Therefore, Savitzky and the admitted prior art 
of Savitzky and the Applicant do disclose these limitations. 

The Applicant also argues that Savitsky and Fredlund do not 
disclose automatically posting an image to a website according 
to a predefined posting criteria. Savitzky does disclose this 
limitation including the predefined posting criteria 
("prespecif ied image server") as shown in the previous Office 
Action (column 3, line 44-column 4, line 20, specifically column 

3, line 49-column 4, line 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere 
Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 
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establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness . 

1. Claims 1-17, 19-21, 24-29, 34, and 37 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 6 571 271 to 

Savitzky et al in view of US Patent 6 812 962 to- Fredlund et al . 

Regarding claim 1, Savitzky discloses a method of automated 
posting of an image ("kiosk") , the method comprising 
automatically posting the image to a network site ("image 
server") via the sender printer, (column 3, line 44 -column 4, 
line 20, specifically column 3, line 49-column 4, line 5) 

Savitzky does not expressly disclose printing the image on 
the sender printer, however, Fredlund does disclose this 
limitation (column 1, lines 49-56) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of these references since Savitzky (column 4, lines 8-14) and 
Fredlund (column 1, lines 49-56) both disclose using a sender 
printer to process received images from a removable memory. In 
view of the combined teaching of a particular limitation in both 
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references, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of these references and would 
have considered them to be analogous to one another based on 
their related fields of endeavor. 

Claim 38 is also rejected since claim 38 recites a computer 
readable medium that contains substantially the same limitations 
as recited in claim 1. 

Regarding claim 2, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 1. 

Savitzky discloses defining a communication path between 
the network site and the sender printer, (column 4, line 2) 

Regarding claim 3, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 2 . 

Savitzky discloses wherein defining a communication path 
includes defining a network communication link including an 
Internet communication link, (column 4, line 2) 

Regarding claim 4, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 2 . 

Savitzky discloses defining the communication path between 
the network site and the sender printer includes registering the 
network site with the sender printer, (column 4, line 2, 
specifically "upload. to a prespecified image server") 
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Regarding claim 5, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 2 . 

Savitzky discloses wherein defining the communication path 
includes registering the network site with the sender printer, 
and wherein registering the network site includes defining the 
network site to be a website, (column 4, line 2, specifically 
"upload. to a prespecified image server") 

Regarding claim 6, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 5. 

Savitzky discloses wherein defining the communication path 
further includes defining a unique address associated with the 
website, and registering the website address with the sender 
printer, (column 3, lines 26-28; column 4, line 2, specifically 
"upload. through Internet 510 to a prespecified image server") 

Regarding claim 7, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 6 . 

Savitzky discloses wherein defining the website address 
includes defining the unique address associated with the website 
as an IP address, (column 3, lines 26-28; column 4, line 2, 
specifically "upload. through Internet 510 to a prespecified 
image server") 

Regarding claim 8, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 2, wherein defining the communication path 
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between the network site and the sender printer includes 
defining the sender printer to include a posting system 
controller and a web access mechanism, including a network 
interface, (column 3, line 49-column 4, line 2, specifically 
"The kiosk will ... upload. through Internet 510 to a 
prespecified image server") 

Regarding claim 9, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 8. 

Savitzky and Fredlund disclose wherein the sender printer 
automatically posts the image to the network site via the 
posting system controller and the web access mechanism, (column 
3, line 49-column 4, line 2, specifically "The kiosk 
will .. .upload. .. through Internet 510 to a prespecified image 
server") 

Regarding claim 10, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 1. 

Savitzky discloses wherein printing the image on the sender 
printer includes transferring the image to the sender printer 
(column 3, line 49-column 43, line 2, specifically "The kiosk 
will download the images. . .") . 

Regarding claim 11, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 10. 
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Savitzky discloses wherein transferring the image to the 
sender printer includes the sender printer receiving the image 
via a cable link, a wireless link, CD ROM, or a removable 
memory, (column 3, line 49-column 43, line 2, specifically "The 
kiosk will download the images stored on image memory card 
502. . .") 

Regarding claim 12, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 10. 

Savitzky discloses wherein the sender printer receiving the 
image includes removing the removable memory from a digital 
camera and inserting the removable memory into the sender 
printer, (column 3, line 44-column 43, line 2, specifically 
"[T]he user removes an image memory card 502 from digital camera 
120 and inserts image memory card 502 into a slot 506 in kiosk 
504... The kiosk will download the images stored on image memory 
card 502. . .") 

Regarding claim 13, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 12 . 

Savitzky discloses wherein the sender printer receiving the 
image via the removable memory includes defining the sender 
printer to include a removable memory port ("slot") , and wherein 
the sender printer receiving the image includes receiving the 
image via the removable memory port, (column 3, line 44-column 
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43, line 2, specifically "[T]he user removes an image memory 
card 502 from digital camera 12 0 and inserts image memory card 
502 into a slot 506 in kiosk 504... The kiosk will download the 
images stored on image memory card 502... ") 

Regarding claim 14, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 1. 

Savitzky discloses wherein automatically posting the image 
to the network site includes registering the sender printer with 
the network site, (column 4, line 2, specifically "upload... to a 
prespecified image server") 

Regarding claim 15, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 14 . 

Savitzky discloses wherein registering the sender printer 
with the network site includes defining a printer network 
address, and wherein defining the printer network address 
includes defining a unique address associated with the sender 
printer and registering the printer network address with the 
network site, (column 3, lines 26-28; column 4, line 2, 
specifically "upload. . .through Internet 510 to a prespecified 
image server") 

Regarding claim 16, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 15. 
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Savitzky discloses wherein defining the network address 
includes defining the unique address associated with the sender 
printer as an IP address, (column 3, lines 26-28; column 4, line 
2, specifically "upload. . . through Internet 510 to a prespecified 
image server") 

Regarding claim 17, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the . 
method of claim 1 . 

Savitzky discloses wherein the sender printer automatically 
posting the image to the network site includes defining a 
posting criterion, and wherein defining the posting criterion 
includes defining posting options for posting the image to the 
network site, (column 3, lines 26-28; column 4, line 2, 
specifically "upload. through Internet 510 to a prespecified 
image server, optionally generating captions...") 

Regarding claim 19, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 17. 

Savitzky discloses wherein defining the posting options 
includes at least one of registering sender information, network 
information, printing options, and posting options, (column 3, 
lines 26-28; column 4, line 20, specifically "upload. .. through 
Internet 510 to a prespecified image server, optionally 
generating captions..." and "In addition to the card and camera 
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identifiers, other information can be added, such as the time of 
day and/or the location of the kiosk...") 

Regarding claim 20, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 14 . 

Savitzky discloses registering the sender printer with the 
network site includes registering a sender to post the image to 
the network site, (column 4, lines 7-14) 

Regarding claim 21, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 19. 

Savitzky discloses wherein registering the sender 
information includes providing a username and a password of the 
sender, and the printer network address for the sender printer, 
(column 3, lines 26-28; column 4, line 2, specifically 
"upload. .. through Internet 510 to a prespecified image server"; 
column 4, lines 7-18, specifically "...image memory card 
includes storage for a card identifier and a camera identifier. 
Either of which can be used as a user identifier") 

Regarding claim 24, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 19. 

Savitzky discloses wherein registering the posting options 
includes selecting at least one of a delivery, a method, a 
galley, an image size, and attributes, (column 3, lines 26-28; 
column 4, line 20, specifically "upload. .. through Internet 510 
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to a prespecified image server, optionally generating 
captions ... " and "In addition to the card and camera 
identifiers, other information can be added, such as the time of 
day and/or the location of the kiosk... ") 

Regarding claim 25, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 1. 

Savitzky and Fredlund do not expressly disclose wherein 
automatically posting the image to the network site includes 
sending an e-mail to the network site with the image as an 
attachment . 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to send an e-mail to the network 
site with the image as an attachment because the Applicant has 
not disclosed that using the limitation undisclosed in Savitzky 
and Fredlund provides any sort of an advantage, is used for a 
particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary 
skill in the art, furthermore, would have expected Applicant's 
invention to perform equally well with the method of 
automatically posting an image to a network site described in 
Savitzky and Fredlund as recited in the claim because the image 
would be transferred equally well to the network site regardless 
of the protocol used. See MPEP 2183. 
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Regarding claim 26, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 1 . 

Savitzky and Fredlund do not expressly disclose wherein the 
sender printer automatically posting the image to the network 
site includes defining the posting of the image to the network 
site as a direct transfer via a File Transfer Protocol (FTP) . 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to sending the image to the network 
site via FTP because the Applicant has not disclosed that using 
the limitation undisclosed in Savitzky and Fredlund provides any 
sort of an advantage, is used for a particular purpose, or 
solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art, 
furthermore, would have expected Applicant's invention to 
perform equally well with the method of automatically posting an 
image to a network site described in Savitzky and Fredlund as 
recited in the claim because the image would be transferred 
equally well to the network site regardless of the protocol 
used. See MPEP 2183. 

Regarding claim 27, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 1 . 

Savitzky discloses wherein the sender printer automatically 
posting the image to the network site includes defining the 
posting of the image to the network site as a direct transfer 
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via Hypertext Transfer Protocol (HTTP) . (column 3, lines 26-28; 
column 4, line 2, specifically "upload. through Internet 510 to 
a prespecif ied image server") 

Regarding claim 28, Savitzky discloses a system for 
automated posting of an image sent to a printer to a network 
site, the system comprising: 

a sender printer configured to receive the image for 
configured to automatically post the image to a website 
according to a predefined posting criterion, (column 3, line 44- 
column 4, line 20, specifically column 3, line 49-column 4, line 
5) 

Savitzky does not disclose a sender printer configured to 
receive the image for printing, however, Fredlund does disclose 
this limitation (column 1, lines 49-56) 

Claim 28 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
combination of Savitzky and Fredlund regarding claim 1 also 
apply to claim 28. 

Claim 37 is also rejected since claim 37 recites a system 
that contains % substantially the same limitations as claim 28. 

Regarding claim 29, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
system of claim 28. 

Savitzky discloses wherein the sender printer includes a 
removable memory port ("slot"), (column 3, line 44-column 43, 
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line 2, specifically >x [T]he user removes an image memory card 
502 from digital camera 120 and inserts image memory card 502 
into a slot 506 in kiosk 504... The kiosk will download the 
images stored on image memory card 502...") 

Regarding claim 34 , Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
system of claim 28. 

Savitzky discloses wherein the sender printer is configured 
to communicate with the website via a network communications 
link for automatically posting the image to the network site, 
(column 4, line 2) 

Regarding claim 37, Savitzky discloses a system for 
automated posting of an image sent to a printer to a network 
site, the system comprising a sender printer including a system 
memory having predefined posting criterion stored therein, and a 
system controller configured to receive the image for automated 
posting of the image to a website according to the predefined 
posting criterion, (column 3, line 44-column 4, line 20, 
specifically column 3, line 49-column 4, line 5, specifically 
"optionally generating captions..." and "In addition to the card 
and camera identifiers, other information can be added, such as 
the time of day and/or the location of the kiosk...") 
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Savitzky does not disclose receiving the image for 
printing, however, Fredlund does disclose this limitation 
(column 1, lines 49-56) . 

Claim 37 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
obviousness of the combination of Savitzky and Fredlund 
regarding claim 1 also apply to claim 37. 

Regarding claim 43, Savitzky and Fredlund discloses the 
method of claim 1 . 

Savitzky discloses wherein automatically posting the image 
to the network site includes posting the image to the network 
site via a network communications link according to a predefined 
posting criterion, (column 3, line 44-column 4, line 20, 
specifically column 3, line 49-column 4, line 5) 
2. Claims 18, 22-23, 30-33, and 35-36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Savitzky and Fredlund 
as applied to claims 5, 17, 19, and 28 above, and further in 
view of "ImageWeb Integrated Printer Web Server" ("ImageWeb") . 

Regarding claim 18, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 17. 

Savitzky and Fredlund do not expressly disclose defining 
the posting criterion further includes defining a sender 
interface, and wherein defining the posting criterion includes 
defining the posting criterion via the sender interface, 
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however, Savitzky does disclose defining the posting criterion 
as shown above regarding claim 17. 

"ImageWeb" discloses defining a sender interface and 
wherein criterion is defined via the sender interface (page 1, 
left column, specifically "ImageWeb incorporates a Web server 
directly into the printer which displays a graphical interface 
for printer administration, interactive Web based printing, 
monitoring of printer status..."; page 2, left column, 
specifically "Features supported through this interface 
include ... Print a single image... Set printer captions ... Setting 
user pref erences") . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of these references since "ImageWeb" discloses that the sender 
interface enables criterion to be defined via a sender interface 
that is directly associated with a sender printer (page 1, left 
column, specifically "ImageWeb" incorporates a Web server 
directly into the printer...") and suggests that the sender 
interface may define criterion associated with the network (page 
2, right column, specifically "Network Configuration") . In view 
of the teachings and suggestions disclosed in "ImageWeb" and 
that the references are directed to sending and receiving data 
within sender printers, one of ordinary skill would have been 
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motivated to combine the teachings of these references and to 
use posting criterion with the sender interface of "ImageWeb" 
and considered the references to be analogous to one another 
based on their related fields of endeavor. 

Regarding claim 22, Savitzky and Fredlund di sclose the 
method of claim 5. 

Savitzky and Fredlund do not disclose wherein defining the 
network site to be a website includes selecting the website via 
a sender interface and registering the website with the sender 
printer via the sender interface, however, Savitzky does 
disclose wherein a website is registered with the sender printer 
and selected to which the image is to be posted (column 4, line 
2, specifically "upload... to a prespecified image server") 

"ImageWeb" discloses a sender interface which allows 
selection of criterion (page 1, left column, specifically 
"ImageWeb incorporates a Web server directly into t the printer 
which displays a graphical interface for printer administration, 
interactive Web based printing, monitoring of printer 
status... "; page 2, left column, specifically "Features 
supported through this interface include ... Print a single 
image... Set printer captions ... Setting user preferences"). 
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Claim 22 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
combination of references regarding claim 18 also apply to claim 
22 . 

Regarding claim 23, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
method of claim 19. 

Savitzky and Fredlund do not expressly disclose wherein 
registering the printing options includes selecting at least one 
of a file format input, a file format output, a print medium 
size, a print medium type, a number of copies, a printing 
layout, a color printing option, and a finishing option, 
however, "ImageWeb" does disclose these limitations (page 1, 
right column, specifically the image "1. SEND A PRINT" and 
within the associated image, "Copies (1-99)"). 

Claim 23 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
combination of references regarding claim 18 also apply to claim 
23. 

Regarding claim 30, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
system of claim 28. 

Savitzky discloses wherein the sender printer includes a 
posting system controller, an embedded web access mechanism 
allowing the sender printer to automatically post the image to 
the website, (column 3, line 49-column 4, line 2, specifically 
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"The kiosk will ... upload. . . through Internet 510 to a 
prespecified image server") 

Savitzky and Fredlund do not expressly disclose a sender 
interface, however, "ImageWeb" does disclose this limitation 
(page 1, left column, specifically "ImageWeb incorporates a Web 
server directly into the printer which displays a graphical 
interface for printer administration, interactive Web based 
printing, monitoring of printer status...''). 

Claim 30 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
combination of references regarding claim 18 also apply to claim 
30. 

Regarding claim 31, Savitzky, Fredlund, and "ImageWeb" 
disclose the system of claim 30. 

Savitzky discloses wherein the posting system controller 
includes a processor, a memory, device-specific hardware, and 
input/output circuitry (column 3, line 49-column 4, line 2, 
specifically "The kiosk will .upload. through Internet 510 to 
a prespecified image server") and wherein embedded web access 
mechanism includes a network interface, (column 2, line 23) 

Savitzky and Fredlund do not expressly disclose wherein 
embedded web access mechanism includes a printer web page or a 
printer web server, however, "ImageWeb" does disclose these 
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limitations (page 1, left column, specifically "Image Web 
incorporates a Web server directly into the printer...") 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of these references since "ImageWeb" discloses that using a web 
server and web page with a sender printer simplifies printer 
tasks and allows the printer to be configured directly using a 
sender interface (page 1, left column, specifically "ImageWeb is 
designed to simplify many printer administrative and printing 
tasks by providing an easy-to-use point-and-click 
interf ace . . . ") . In view of these specific advantages and that 
the references are directed to using embedded web access 
mechanisms within the sender printer, one of ordinary skill 
would have been motivated to combine these references and would 
have considered them to be analogous to one another based on 
their related fields of endeavor. 

Regarding claim 32 , Savitzky, Fredlund, and "ImageWeb" 
disclose the system of claim 30. 

Savitzky disclose wherein the embedded web access mechanism 
allows the sender printer to communicate with the network site 
regardless of the network site's operating platform, (column 3, 
line 49-column 4, line 2, specifically "The kiosk 
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will . . .upload. through Internet 510 to a prespecified image 
server") 

Regarding claim 33, Savitzky, Fredlund, and "ImageWeb" 
disclose the system of claim 31. 

Savitzky and Fredlund do not expressly disclose wherein the 
printer web server is adapted to generate the printer web page, 
wherein the printer web page is configured to provide the sender 
interface, and wherein the sender interface is configured to 
provide a control communications link to the posting system 
controller for defining a posting criterion, however, Savitzky 
does disclose defining a posting criterion (column 3, line 44- 
column 4, line 20, specifically "The kiosk 

will .upload. through Internet 510 to a prespecified image 
server, optionally generating captions ... " and "In addition to 
the card and camera identifiers, other information can be added, 
such as the time of day and/or the location of the kiosk...") 

"ImageWeb" discloses wherein the printer web server is 
adapted to generate the printer web page, wherein the printer 
web page is configured to provide the sender interface, and 
wherein the sender interface is configured to provide a control 
communications link to the posting system controller- (page 1, 
left column, specifically "ImageWeb is designed to simplify many 
printer administrative and printing tasks by providing an easy- 
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to-use point-and-click interf ace . . . "; page 2, left column, 
specifically "Features supported through this interface 
include ... Print a single image... Set printer captions ... Setting 
user preferences") . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the teachings 
of Savitzky, Fredlund, and "ImageWeb" wherein the sender 
interface is configured to provide a control communications link 
to the posting system controller for defining a posting 
criterion since "ImageWeb" suggests that criterion may be 
defined regarding the network configuration of the sender 
printer (page 2, image "3. Administration", specifically 
"Network Configuration") . In view of these suggestions and 
teachings shown above, one of ordinary skill would have found it 
obvious to modify the reference so that the defining of posting 
criterion disclosed in Savitzky can be accomplished within the 
sender interface disclosed in "ImageWeb". 

Regarding claim 35, Savitzky and Fredlund disclose the 
system of claim 30. 

Savitzky and Fredlund do not disclose wherein the sender 
interface includes a field for defining posting criterion, 
however, Savitzky does disclose defining a posting criterion 
(column 3, line 44-column 4, line 20, specifically "The kiosk 
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will . . .upload. . . through Internet 510 to a prespecif ied image 
server, optionally generating captions ... " and u In addition to 
the card and camera identifiers, other information can be added, 
such as the time of day and/or the location of the kiosk...") 

"ImageWeb" discloses this limitation wherein the sender 
interface includes a field (page 1, left column, specifically 
"ImageWeb is designed to simplify many printer administrative 
and printing tasks by providing an easy-to-use point-and-click 
interface..."; page 2, left column, specifically "Features 
supported through this interface include ... Print a single 
image... Set printer captions ... Setting user preferences"). 

Claim 35 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
combination of references regarding claim 33 also apply to claim 
35. 

Regarding claim 36, Savitzky, Fredlund, and "ImageWeb" 
disclose the system of claim 35. 

Savitzky and Fredlund do not expressly disclose wherein the 
sender interface posting criterion includes at least one of a 
delivery option, a gallery option, and an image size field, 
however, Savitzky does disclose wherein posting criterion 
includes at least one of a delivery option, a gallery option, 
and an image size field column (column 3, line 44 -column 4, line 
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20, specifically "The kiosk will ... upload. through Internet 510 
to a prespecified image server... ") 

"ImageWeb" discloses a sender interface (page 1, left 
column, specifically "ImageWeb is designed to simplify many 
printer administrative and printing tasks by providing an easy- 
to-use point-and-click interface..."; page 2, left column, 
specifically "Features supported through this interface 
include. Print a single image... Set printer captions ... Setting 
user preferences") . . 

Claim 36 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
combination of references regarding claim 33 also apply to claim 
36. 

3. Claims 39-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over "ImageWeb" in view of Savitzky. 

Regarding claim 39, "ImageWeb" discloses a sender interface 
comprising printing options for selecting print criterion for 
printing an image on the sender printer (page 1, right column, 
specifically the image "1. SEND A PRINT" and within the 
associated image, "Copies (1-99)") 

"ImageWeb" does not disclose wherein the sender interface 
is used to automatically posting an image to a network site and 
posting options for selecting posting criterion for posting the 
image from the sender printer to the network site when the image 
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is received by the sender printer for printing, however, 
"ImageWeb" also suggests that criterion may be defined regarding 
the network configuration of the sender printer (page 2, image 
"3. Administration", specifically "Network Configuration") 

Savitzky discloses wherein the sender printer automatically 
posts an image to a network site (column 3, line 44-column 4, 
line 20, specifically column 3, line 49-column 4, line 5) and 
posting options for selecting posting criterion for posting the 
image to the network cite when the image is received by the 
sender printer (column 3, lines 26-28; column 4, line 2, 
specifically "upload. through Internet 510 to a prespecified 
image server, optionally generating captions...") 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of these references since Savitzky discloses that automatically 
posting images to a network site allows quick and easy 
presentation of images on the Internet (column 1, lines 39-40) 
and "ImageWeb" discloses that the sender interface enables 
criterion to be defined via a sender interface that is directly 
associated with a sender printer (page 1, left column, 
specifically "ImageWeb" incorporates a Web server directly into 
the printer..."). In view of these specific advantages, the 
suggestions disclosed in "ImageWeb", and that the references are 
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directed to using web access mechanisms within the sender 
printer to send and receive data, one of ordinary skill would 
have been motivated to combine these references and would have 
considered them to be analogous to one another based on their 
related fields of endeavor. 

Regarding claim 40, "ImageWeb" and Savitzky disclose the 
system of claim 39. 

"Image Web " discloses wherein the printing options include 
at least one of a file format input, a file format output, a 
print medium size, a print medium type, a number of copies, a 
print layout, a color printing option, and a finishing option 
field, (page 1, right column, specifically the image "1. SEND A 
PRINT" and within the associated image, "Copies (1-99)"). 

Regarding claim 41, "ImageWeb" and Savitzky disclose the 
system of claim 39. 

"ImageWeb" does not expressly disclose wherein the posting 
options include at least one of a delivery, a gallery, and an 
image size field, however, Savitzky does disclose this 
limitation (column 3, line 44-column 4, line 20, specifically 
"The kiosk will ... upload. .. through Internet 510 to a 
prespecified image server. . .") 
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Claim 41 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
combination of references regarding claim 39 also apply to claim 
41. 

Regarding claim 42 , "ImageWeb" and Savitzky disclose the 
system of claim 39. 

"ImageWeb" does not expressly disclose the system further 
comprising at least one of a sender information category that 
identifies the sender and a network information category that 
allows registration of the network site with the sender printer, 
however, Savitzky does disclose these limitations (column 4, 
line 2, specifically "upload. to a prespecified image server"; 
column 4, lines 7-18, specifically "...image memory card 
includes storage for a card identifier and a camera identifier. 
Either of which can be used as a user identifier") . 

Claim 42 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
combination of references regarding claim 3 9 also apply to claim 
42 . 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
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of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to George C. 
Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 272-3918. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
9AM to 5:30PM Eastern. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, David Wiley can be 
reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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